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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Application/Control Number: 10/589,752 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3662 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

1 . Claim 77-107 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Diggelen (2008/0036651). 

With regard to claim 77, 89 & 98, Diggelen discloses: 

- Receiving at the mobile terminal, signals from SATs (see page 3, paragraph 35) 

- Measuring at the mobile terminal, pseudoranges to the SATs at time of signal 
reception (see page 3, paragraph 35-36) 

- Calculating the location of the mobile terminal based on parameters representing 
the measured pseudoranges (see page 3, paragraph 36-37) 

- Determining a quality measure associated with the location calculation (see page 
8, paragraph 78-79) 

- Comparing the determined quality measure to a first predefined quality criterion 
(see page 8, paragraph 77). 

- Recalculating if the quality measure does not fulfill the 1 st predefined quality 
criterion, the location of the terminal with added correction for error in at least one 
parameter representing a parameter measured at the mobile terminal, wherein 
recalculating involves correction for error in the parameter for the time of signal 
reception (see page 9, paragraph 83-84). 
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With regard to claim 78-80, 90-92 & 99-101, Diggelen teaches: 

- Comparing the determined quality measure of the recalculation with a second 
and third predefined quality criterion (see page 8, paragraph 80) 

- Performing if the quality measure does not fulfill the second predefined quality 
criterion (see page 8-9, paragraph 80-82). 

With regard to claim 81-84, 93-95 & 102-104, Diggelen teachesthat the iterative 
calculation procedure for pseudorange outlier correction involves location computations 
using a transmission time offsets parameter (see page 8, paragraph 79). 
With regard to claim 85, 96 & 105, Diggelen teaches that th equality measure is a 
measure of the parameter quality using the residual of a least squares solution (see 
page 4, paragraph 46-47). 

With regard to claim 86, 97& 106, Diggelen teaches that the measured pseudoranges is 
a truncated pseudorange (see page 3, paragraph 35) 

With regard to claim 87-88, Diggelen teaches a mathematical model to solve the mobile 
terminal (see page 4-5, paragraph 47-49) which meets the claims. 
With regard to claim 107, Diggelen teaches the communication system for determining 
the location of a mobile terminal in a cellular communication network (see page 3, 
paragraph 35). 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to new claims 77-107 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NGA X. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5217. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TARCZA H. THOMAS can be reached on (571) 272-6979. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

NGAX NGUYEN 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3662 

NXN 

/Thomas H. Tarcza/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3662 



